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Abstract. We conducted the ﬁrst ever mercury speciation
measurements atop the Greenland ice sheet at Summit Sta-
tion (Latitude 72.6◦ N, Longitude 38.5◦ W, Altitude 3200m)
in the Spring and Summer of 2007 and 2008. These mea-
surements were part of the collaborative Greenland Summit
Halogen-HOx experiment (GSHOX) campaigns investigat-
ing the importance of halogen chemistry in this remote envi-
ronment. Signiﬁcant levels of BrO (1–5pptv) in the near sur-
face air were often accompanied by diurnal dips in gaseous
elemental mercury (GEM), and in-situ production of reac-
tive gaseous mercury (RGM). While halogen (i.e. Br) chem-
istry is normally associated with marine boundary layers, at
Summit, Greenland, far from any marine source, we have
conclusively detected bromine and mercury chemistry in the
near surface air. The likely fate of the formed mercury-
bromine radical (HgBr) is further oxidation to stable RGM
(HgBr2, HgBrOH, HgBrCl...), or thermal decomposition.
These fates appear to be controlled by the availability of Br,
OH, Cl, etc. to produce RGM (Hg(II)), versus the lifetime
of HgBr by thermal dissociation. At Summit, the produc-
tion of RGM appears to require a sun elevation angle of >5
degrees, and an air temperature of < −15 ◦C. Possibly the
availability of Br, controlled by photolysis J(Br2), requires
a sun angle >5 degrees, while the formation of RGM from
HgBr requires a temperature <−15 ◦C . A portion of the de-
posited RGM is readily photoreduced and re-emitted to the
air as GEM. However, a very small fraction becomes buried
at depth. Extrapolating core samples from Summit to the
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entire Greenland ice sheet, we calculate an estimated net an-
nual sequestration of ∼13 metric tons Hg per year, buried
long-term under the sunlit photoreduction zone.
1 Introduction
In Spring 2007 and again in Spring/Summer 2008 we con-
ducted the ﬁrst ever mercury speciation measurements atop
the Greenland ice sheet at Summit Station (72.6◦ N, 38.5◦ W,
Altitude 3200m). These measurements were part of the
larger GSHOX campaigns investigating the importance of
halogens in this remote environment. Signiﬁcant levels of
BrO (1–5pptv) were observed in the near surface air utilizing
both a differential optical absorption spectrometer (DOAS;
Stutz et al., 2011) and a chemical ionization mass spectrom-
eter (CIMS; Liao et al., 2011). The presence of Br chemistry
in the near surface air was most often accompanied by a dip
in gaseous elemental mercury (GEM) concentrations, and si-
multaneous in-situ production of reactive gaseous mercury
(RGM). This conversion of GEM to RGM in the near sur-
faceairhasbeenfoundtobecommonduringcold(<∼0 ◦ C),
sunlit times at polar coastal and marine locations (Steffen
et al., 2008). Here we report the ﬁrst Hg speciation mea-
surements to demonstrate that signiﬁcant GEM to RGM at-
mospheric chemistry occurs at the top of the Greenland ice
sheet, nearly 1000km from the nearest marine environment.
Summit is a remote camp several hundreds of kilome-
ters from any population or infrastructure. Mercury emis-
sions from the main station itself were not detected, as
evidenced by no statistical differences in Hg concentra-
tions when our site was downwind of the main camp. All
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atmospheric sampling was conducted in the clean air sector
at an all-electric satellite camp located roughly 1.5km South-
Southwest of the main Summit station. Wind direction at
Summit is seldom from the North, placing our atmospheric
sampling predominantly on the upwind side of main station.
Previous atmospheric chemistry investigations at Summit
(Sjostedt et al., 2007) had hinted at active bromine chemistry,
but showed no direct evidence and speculative mechanisms
for Br transport to Summit. Here we conﬁrm active Br+Hg
chemistry at Summit, although the speciﬁc pathway(s) for Br
transport to the site are yet to be fully understood.
1.1 Prior polar mercury measurements
The initial discovery of Arctic mercury chemistry in the near
surface air was made in Alert, Canada in 1995 (Schroeder
et al., 1998). It was shown that GEM was oxidized and de-
posited onto Arctic snow surfaces more rapidly than was pre-
viously thought possible. In recent years, this chemistry has
been observed at a variety of polar coastal sites including
Barrow, Alaska (Lindberg et al., 2002), Neumeyer, Antartica
(Ebinghaus et al., 2002), Ny-Alesund, Svalbard (Berg et al.,
2003), Station Nord, Greenland (Skov et al., 2004), and Am-
derma, Russia (Steffen et al., 2005). More recently Brooks et
al. (2008) and Dommergue et al. (2010) reported RGM pro-
duction and deposition atop the Antarctic ice sheet at South
Pole and the French-Italian Concordia Base, respectively.
Previously at Summit, Greenland, Fa¨ ın et al. (2008) mea-
sured snowpack GEM in the interstitial air from the surface
to a depth of 30m. They reported photolytic production
and destruction of GEM close to the snow surface during
summer, and dark oxidation of GEM up to 270cm depth.
From measurements conducted in June 2006 they reported
photochemical transformation of gaseous elemental mercury
which resulted in diel variations in the concentrations of
GEM in the near-surface interstitial air.
In general, it has been determined that polar mercury
chemistry results from GEM oxidation by halogens (Stef-
fen et al., 2008), and is conﬁned to the shallow atmospheric
boundary layer (typically less then a few hundreds of meters;
Banic et al., 2003; Tackett et al., 2007; Mao et al., 2010).
RGM production and deposition is considered the predomi-
nant pathway for mercury deposition to the polar regions as
GEM itself does not condense or signiﬁcantly dry deposit
(dry deposit is very slow), and is not signiﬁcantly adsorbed
onto snow and ice surfaces (Lindberg et al., 2002; Bartels-
Rauch et al., 2002; Ferrari et al., 2004). RGM deposition
can dramatically increase mercury concentrations in the sur-
face snow up to 500ngl−1 (Lindberg et al., 2002; Lu et al.,
2001; Brooks et al., 2006). However, it has also been ob-
served that, within hours of deposition under sunlit condi-
tions, the majority of the deposited Hg is photoreduced and
re-emitted as GEM back to the atmosphere (Lalonde et al.,
2002, 2003; Dommergue et al., 2003). Net deposition re-
lies on mercury-rich snow becoming buried below the sunlit
layer (∼10cm; King and Simpson, 2001) by drifts or addi-
tional snowfall (Brooks et al., 2008). Determinations of net
deposition to the Arctic are therefore difﬁcult. Current es-
timates by Holmes et al. (2010) and Ariya et al. (2004) are
60 and 300 metric tons Hg per year, respectively. The ob-
servations reported here, indicating that Hg chemistry and
deposition occur atop the Greenland ice sheet, will upwardly
revise these estimates for the Arctic by ∼4–20%.
1.2 Implications
Increasingly, icecoresfromGreenlandandAntarcticaarebe-
ing used to elucidate the atmospheric and climate history of
this planet. While mercury data from the ice sheet corings
are sparse, pre-industrial mercury net deposition from ice
coring, covering the past 34000yr, show that mercury depo-
sition was highest during the last glacial maximum (Vandal
et al., 1993). Post-industrial ice coring in Greenland, show-
ing mercury deposition from 1949 to 1989, indicates higher
net deposition rates in the 1950’s and 1960’s followed by a
decrease in recent years (Boutron et al., 1998; Mann et al.,
2005). These higher levels in the 1950’s and 1960’s, fol-
lowed by steadily decreasing levels, roughly correlate with
the anthropogenic emissions trend in the Northern Hemi-
sphere. By understanding current Hg chemistry, deposition
and burial, it may be possible that Hg recovered from Green-
land ice cores along with other species, may indicate past
gaseouselementalmercuryconcentrations, snowburialrates,
and/or halogen chemistry levels.
1.3 Measured mercury species
The three measured atmospheric mercury species are:
(1) gaseous elemental mercury (GEM) or Hg (0); (2) reactive
gaseous mercury (RGM) or Hg (II,g); and (3) particle-bound
Hg (II or I,s) mercury, which we measured only the ﬁne par-
ticulate mercury fraction (FPM, PM2.5). At present, RGM
and FPM, being without standards, are merely operationally
deﬁned.
GEM has an average atmospheric lifetime of a few months
(Holmes et al., 2006) which permits some mixing at the
hemispheric scale, with northern hemispheric ambient levels
of ∼1.5ngm−3. GEM is relatively insoluble, and therefore
is not wet deposited, and near-surface atmospheric concen-
trations are unaffected by snow or fog events. GEM com-
prises ∼97% of the total atmospheric mercury in the lower
troposphere (e.g. Slemr et al., 2003) and has many natural
and anthropogenic sources (volcanoes, enriched soils, coal
combustion, biomass burning etc.). However, none of these
sources are present in central Greenland.
RGM is operationally deﬁned as mercury collected by a
KCl coated denuder tube (Steffen et al., 2008). RGM is typi-
cally believed to be dominated by Hg(II) such as HgCl2 , Hg-
ClX and HgBrX (Landis et al., 2002; Goodsite et al., 2004).
RGMistypicallyrareinthelowertroposphere, ∼1–2pgm−3
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(sub-parts per trillion levels), comprising just ∼1% of atmo-
spheric mercury in the lower troposphere (Lindberg et al.,
2002, 2007). RGM is water soluble, has a high dry deposi-
tion rate and so is rapidly removed from the near-surface air
(lifetime in the near-surface air is typically just hours; Skov
et al., 2006). With the exception of active volcanoes, RGM
has negligible natural surface sources and is primarily emit-
ted by coal combustion, cement manufacturing, and indus-
trialprocesses(allabsentincentralGreenland; UNEP,2002).
RGM can also be produced in-situ by the atmospheric oxida-
tion of gaseous elemental mercury (Lindberg et al., 2002).
RGM has the potential to convert to FPM in the presence of
sea salts and other aerosols.
FPM is comprised of oxidized mercury bound to ﬁne
(PM2.5) particles. FPM has a low, but signiﬁcant, dry de-
position rate, and in the absence of precipitation, a signiﬁ-
cant lifetime in the near-surface air (1–2 days; UNEP, 2002;
Lindberg et al., 2007). FPM is the least studied and least
measured form of atmospheric mercury. FPM has low con-
centrations (∼1–5pgm−3) in the near surface air, but is more
common near the tropopause (Murphy et al., 1998).
2 Measurements
Our mercury speciation sensor suite consisted of Tekran
models 2537a/1130/1135 for the determination of gaseous
elemental mercury (GEM, Hgo), reactive gaseous mer-
cury (RGM, Hg(II,g)), and ﬁne particulate mercury (FPM,
Hg(II,p)), respectively (Fitzgerald and Gill, 1979; Lu et al.,
1998; Landis et al., 2002).
The system was set to collect RGM and FPM for one hour,
while concurrently collecting and analyzing 5min GEM
samples. At the end of the sampling hour, the system ana-
lyzed the preconcentrated RGM and FPM over the following
hour. The resultant dataset consists of 12 one-hour RGM and
FPM samples daily, and the same 12h of 5min GEM sam-
ples. Effectively, the sampling system runs 50% of the time
and analyzes, without sampling, 50% of the time. Therefore,
not all short duration (minutes to one hour) mercury events
are captured.
Inlet air to the Tekran 1130 pump unit was pre-conditioned
with a Tekran model 1102 air drier. The system was placed
∼3m South-Southwest of a small shelter at the satellite
camp, with the inlet ∼1.3m above the surface. At this height
the inlet was sufﬁciently above the blowing snow layer, but
in the lowest few percent of the atmospheric boundary layer,
which was often as shallow as a few tens of meters.
Speciﬁc care was taken for the cold, high-altitude envi-
ronment. The case heaters for the 1130 and 1135 front end
units were increased from 100 (standard) to 200watts. Ad-
ditional foam insulation was used to cover the bottom vented
plate in the 1135 front end unit, and the side vent of the 1130
front end unit. These were done to minimize the variation
in interior temperatures regardless of wind and weather con-
ditions. Likewise, the heated sample lines were kept fully
external to the climate controlled shelter. Otherwise, temper-
ature changes between interior and exterior portions would
induce hot/cold zones and mercury absorption/desorption at
the tubing walls. To compensate for the high altitude of Sum-
mit, we reduced the mass ﬂow through the 1130 and 1135
front end units to retain the ∼0.1 second designed residency
time for ambient air over the KCl-coated annular denuder.
The glassware in the front end units was switched weekly.
Surface snow was collected every other day throughout the
2007 and 2008 campaigns. All snow samples were collected
from the top 3–5cm in pre-cleaned 40ml I-chem bottles us-
ing clean techniques. A single core was obtained in 2008
using a Kovacs manual corer. Samples were collected every
30cm to a depth of 7.2m. All snow samples were later an-
alyzed for total mercury using EPA method 1631 (detection
limit ∼1ngl−1).
3 Quality assurance
The mercury system was leak tested, ﬂow rate veriﬁed, and
zero-air tested at least daily. The Tekran model 2537a in-
ternal permeation source calibrations were performed at 26-
h intervals. All snow samples were refrigerated and hand-
carried back to the analysis laboratory. Water blanks, bub-
bler blanks, and NIST standards were analyzed in conjunc-
tion with the snow samples following EPA method 1631 for
determining total mercury in the range of 0.5–100ngl−1 (Ti-
tled – Mercury in water by oxidation, purge, and trap, and
coldvaporatomicﬂuorescencespectrometry). Tekran(2005)
lists the GEM detection limit of the base 2537a unit as
∼1pgm−3, with a instrument precision of 0.06ngm−3.
We calculated our speciation (RGM and FPM) detection
limit (3× ﬁeld blank standard deviation) to be 0.955pgm−3
(rounded to 1.0).
4 Results
GEM measurements generally showed variations around
northern hemispheric ambient levels of 1.31 and
1.45ngm−3, for 2007 and 2008, respectively (Table 1
and, Figs. 1 and 2). GEM diurnals dips were generally
on the order of 0.1ngm−3, and were most often accom-
panied by a nearly equal increase in RGM on the order of
100pgm−3. RGM and FPM concentrations ranged from
below detection limit (BDL; ∼1.0pgm−3) to 246.8pgm−3
and 151.3pgm−3, respectively. Surface snow collected
every other day throughout the 2007 and 2008 campaigns
averaged 5.6ngl−1 for total mercury with no apparent
trends. Missing FPM data late in the 2007 campaign was due
to a recurring electrical short in the model 1135 particulate
heater unit. Short missing GEM periods in 2008 were due to
problems associated with the fouling of an in-line soda-lime
trap, just upstream of the Tekran 2537a inlet. This problem
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Table 1. All mercury atmospheric speciation and total mercury in snow measurements at Summit, Greenland. Dates are 13 May–15 June
2007, and 6 June–17 July 2008. Below Detection limit (B.D.L.) denotes that values were below the detection limit (<1.0pgm−3) of the
instrument. Also shown is total mercury in surface snow collected every other day and the single core to a depth of 7.1m obtained in 2008.
Coefﬁcient of variation is the standard deviation divided by the mean.
2007 Average Standard Minimum Maximum Coeff. of
deviation variation
GEM (ngm−3) 1.31 0.21 1.04 3.49 0.16
RGM (pgm−3) 41.6 42.9 B.D.L. 246.8 1.03
FPM (pgm−3) 37.2 31.9 B.D.L. 151.3 0.86
2008
GEM (ngm−3) 1.45 0.11 1.12 1.88 0.08
RGM (pgm−3) 13.2 19.0 B.D.L. 122.6 1.44
FPM (pgm−3) 6.7 8.7 B.D.L. 61.5 1.30
All Surface Snow 5.6ngl−1 4.3ngl−1 1.3ngl−1 22.9ngl−1 0.77
Snow core 1 to 7.1m at every ∼30cm 3.0ngl−1 0.3ngl−1 2.6ngl−1 4.1ngl−1 0.10
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Fig1. 
Fig. 1. All atmospheric mercury speciation data from the 2007 cam-
paign. The measured species are reactive gaseous mercury (RGM),
ﬁne particulate mercury (FPM), and gaseous elemental mercury
(GEM).
was eventually traced back to a speciﬁc batch of soda-lime.
RGM and FPM are reported for this period because, unlike
GEM, these measurements are based on a “difference
method”, where a near constant source of Hg contamination
can be easily subtracted from the observations. The average
diurnal patterns for the measured mercury species for all the
2007 campaign are shown in Fig. 3.
Overall the levels of BrO were lower and less diurnally
consistent in 2008 compared to 2007, even when comparing
the same June overlap period (Stutz et al., 2011; Liao et al.,
2011; Dibb et al., 2010). Total mercury in surface snow was
slightly less in 2008 than in 2007 during the overlap period,
and GEM showed signiﬁcantly less variation in 2008.
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Fig. 2. All atmospheric mercury speciation data from the 2008 cam-
paign.
4.1 Results from selected periods
When comparing concentrations of GEM, RGM, FPM, and
BrO, with lifetimes of months, hours, hours to days, and sec-
onds, respectively, it is often difﬁcult to ﬁnd representative
time periods. Here we have selected two multiday periods
free from marine and upper tropospheric inﬂuences. Our se-
lected periods are times of relatively stationary meteorology,
or at least multi-day time periods with a similar diurnal me-
teorological pattern.
Utilizing FLEXPART (Lagrangian particle dispersion
model) Stutz et al. (2011) identiﬁed our ﬁrst period, 14–
19 May 2007, as the sole case during the 2007 campaign
when the air mass recirculated over the Greenland ice sheet
for days prior to our measurements. The air mass had re-
mained fairly close to the surface of the Greenland ice sheet
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Fig. 3. Hourly diurnal averages for all 2007 campaign measure-
ments.
for >2 days prior to reaching the station. This is important to
eliminate the inﬂuences of marine air and upper tropospheric
air.
Likewise our second period, 7–13 June 2008, was the
longest period during the 2008 campaign where, again,
FLEXPART showed that the air mass had remained fairly
close to the surface of the Greenland ice sheet for >2 days
prior to reaching the station. In addition this was the sole
period selected by Thomas et al. (2011b) for their focused
modeling analysis, due mainly to the lack of marine or upper
tropospheric inﬂuences, and consistent meteorological con-
ditions.
The two periods presented in detail in the paper were also
the only multiday (>48h) periods of consistent (lowest vari-
ation) and low wind speeds. Large variability in wind speeds
would have the confounding effect of rapidly changing the
depth and volume of the mixing layer, entraining air from
above when wind speeds increase, and leaving residual lay-
ers aloft when the wind speeds drop. The winds are plotted in
Liao et al. (2011). These selected data periods best illustrate
the solar and temperature controls without the confounding
inﬂuences of upper tropospheric air, rapidly varying winds
and mixing layer depths, or recent marine inﬂuences.
The ﬁrst period of interest, 14–19 May 2007, is shown
in Fig. 4, with the average diurnal patterns shown in Fig. 5.
Here the sun dips to near-zero elevation at night, and tem-
peratures were consistently <−15 ◦C. Winds were light (1–
6ms−1), precipitation was negligible, blowing snow was ab-
sent, and skies were generally clear.
For this period, 14–19 May 2007, we see the obvious
signs of daily GEM oxidation to RGM. Mercury showed dis-
tinctdiurnalchangesinspeciationthatappearconsistentwith
midday Br photochemistry. GEM diurnally dipped at mid-
day, while RGM was increasing. RGM then decreased after
midday with deposition to the snow surface. GEM spiked
just after peak solar, consistent with photoreduction and sur-
face emissions of the recently deposited RGM. Also FPM
was elevated at night, out of phase with the RGM, possibly
due to colder temperatures favoring RGM absorption onto
particles. Ozone also showed a midday diurnal dip, dropping
.
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Fig. 4. Reactive gaseous mercury (RGM), ﬁne particulate mercury
(FPM), gaseous elemental mercury (GEM), and times of peak solar
elevation at Summit, Greenland, 14–19 May 2007.
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Fig 5 
Fig. 5. Diurnal hourly averages of RGM, GEM, FPM and ozone at
Summit, 14–19 May 2007. Daily RGM peaks with maximum solar
elevation. RGM and GEM are shown with standard deviation bars.
Solar elevation and air temperature are shown with our modeled
thresholds of 5 degree solar elevation and −15◦C.
∼3ppb, consistent with Br chemistry, and anti-correlated
with RGM. Daily GEM conversion to RGM appears to be-
gin when the solar elevation rises above 5 degree, and ends
when the solar elevation angle drops below 5 degree.
The average diurnal patterns for the second period of in-
terest, 7–13 June 2008, are shown in Fig. 6. Winds varied
between 2–7ms−1, again precipitation was negligible, blow-
ing snow was absent, and skies were generally clear. The sun
was signiﬁcantly above the horizon 24h a day, and tempera-
tures varied from −27 to −7 ◦C. Here we see a substantially
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Fig. 6. Diurnal hourly averages of RGM, GEM, FPM and ozone
at Summit, 7–13 June 2008. Daily RGM peaks with colder “night-
time” temperatures. RGM and GEM are shown with standard devi-
ation bars. Solar elevation and air temperature are shown with our
modeled thresholds of 5 degree solar elevation and −15◦C.
different diurnal pattern from our ﬁrst period shown in Fig. 5.
GEM does not dip noticeably, but the afternoon photoreduc-
tion and surface emissions are still present, as demonstrated
by the afternoon GEM enhancements. RGM and FPM are
both peaking at “night” during colder (<−15 ◦C) tempera-
tures. Daily GEM conversion to RGM appears to begin when
air temperatures drop below −15 ◦C, and ends when air tem-
peratures rise above −15 ◦C. Ozone shows no discernable
diurnal cycle.
The latespringtime boundary layer at Summit ischaracter-
ized by highly stable conditions with strong surface temper-
ature inversions. These stable conditions change to neutral
or slightly unstable conditions resulting in enhanced mixing
depths of ∼70–250m during an ∼8h “daytime” period cen-
teredaroundlocalsolarnoon(Helmigetal., 2002). Chemical
species thought to be emitted from the snowpack, such as NO
and often BrO, showed diurnal proﬁles with minima at solar
noon due to a larger mixing volume (Thomas et al., 2011a;
Dibb et al., 2010). While a portion of the RGM and FPM di-
urnal dips, during 7–13 June 2008 period (Fig. 6), around so-
lar noon can likely be attributed to dilution in the larger mix-
ing volume, boundary layer dilution alone cannot account for
most of the mercury observations (i.e. GEM, RGM and FPM
in period 1, and GEM in period 2). If, on the other hand,
RGM from aloft is potentially mixed downwards via entrain-
ment in an expanding boundary layer, then the midday min-
ima of RGM and FPM in period 2 cannot be explained. We
conclude that boundary layer dynamics alone do not explain
our mercury observations.
5 Bromine/mercury chemistry
If Greenland near surface atmospheric mercury chemistry is
similar to other polar locations (Steffen et al., 2008), then un-
der sunlit conditions bromine gas dissociates, catalyzes the
destruction of ozone, and oxidizes gaseous elemental mer-
cury (GEM or Hgo) to reactive gaseous mercury (RGM) via:
Br2+hν →2BrJ(Br2)
Br+O3 →BrO+O2
BrO+BrO→Br2+O2
or
Hgo+Br↔HgBr
(radical precursor to RGM,favored by cold temperatures)
The mercury bromide radical Hg(I) formed in the above
mechanism thermally dissociates or may react further with
e.g. Br, OH, or Cl, leading to reactive gaseous mercury as
Hg(II) (Goodsite et al., 2004; Holmes et al., 2006). There-
fore the fates of HgBr include:
HgBr↔Hg+Br K1 (dissociation)
HgBr+Br→HgBr2 K2
HgBr+OH→HgBrOH K3
HgBr+Cl→HgBrCl K4
RGM Production=[HgBr](K2[Br]+K3[OH]
+K4[Cl])−K1[HgBr]
The newly formed RGM then deposits rapidly to the snow
pack with a high deposition velocity (∼1cms−1; Skov et
al., 2006), or becomes bound to airborne particles forming
FPM. The global control on this mechanism is thought to
be thermal dissociation of HgBr prior to forming the stable
RGM (HgBrX; Goodsite et al., 2004; Holmes et al., 2006).
The lifetime against thermal dissociation of HgBr is thought
to double with every 6 degree Celsius drop in temperature
(Holmes et al., 2006). Holmes et al. (2006) also concluded
that broad uncertainties in the kinetic rates, especially for re-
actions involving HgBr as a reactant, need to be resolved in
order to validate this as a functioning mechanism. Here we
will assume this is a valid mechanism, and seek to determine
the sunlight and temperature (thermal dissociation) controls.
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Fig. 7. Reactive gaseous mercury (RGM), J(Br2 +hν =>2Br), and air temperature at Summit, Greenland, 14–19 May 2007. Correlation
coefﬁcients for RGM-J(Br2) and RGM-Temperature are r =0.85 and r =0.84, respectively.
Atomic bromine is one of just a few species known to ef-
fectively oxidize GEM (Ariya et al., 2002; Donohue et al.,
2006). Other potential species include ozone, OH, and BrO
which have been included in polar Hg modeling (Ariya et
al., 2004; Dastoor et al., 2008; Seigneur and Lohman, 2008).
These modeling results generally suggest that Br is the pre-
dominantoxidationpathway, andotherinvestigationsalsoin-
dicate that oxidation via ozone and OH is likely too slow to
bemajoratmosphericpathways(CalvertandLindberg, 2005;
Hynes et al., 2008; Holmes et al., 2010). The modeling work
of Liao et al. (2011) and Thomas et al. (2011b) also sug-
gest that our observations of near-surface mercury species at
Summit is most consistent with bromine chemistry, and with
the sunlit snow surface as the bromine source.
We can estimate the required [Br] to produce our average
observed[RGM]and[GEM].Thereisacleardiurnalcycleof
RGM. Daily minima of RGM suggest that deposition to the
snow is a strong sink, and imply an RGM lifetime against de-
position at Summit during our campaign in the 3–10h range.
We will assume a kd of 1/(7h). Likewise, the observed daily
increase of RGM occurs over ∼6h period. This time rate
of change of [RGM] is therefore equal to production minus
deposition, or k[Br][GEM]−kd[RGM]. The necessary [Br]
can then be estimated by:
[Br]=
[RGM]
[GEM]·kBr+GEM·(7h)
+
[RGM]
[GEM]·kBr+GEM·(6h)
It should be noted that kBr+GEM is not well estab-
lished, with determinations reported by Ariya et al. (2002)
and Donohoue et al. (2006) of (3.2 ± 0.3)×10−12 and
(3.6±50%) ×10−13 cm3 molecule−1 s−1, respectively. As
these rates differ by an order of magnitude, the esti-
mated [Br] is highly uncertain. Using [RGM]=100pgm−3
and [GEM]=1500pgm−3, [Br] equates to 1.3×106 and
1.1×107 moleculecm−3 (∼0.06 and 0.6pptv) based on the
rates of Ariya et al. (2002) and Donohoue et al. (2006), re-
spectively. These levels are within modeled estimates of
Thomas et al. (2011b).
In the past it has been difﬁcult to isolate the inﬂuences of
J(Br2), and the thermal decomposition lifetime of HgBr. At
coastal locations Br2 concentrations vary with marine ver-
sus continental air, and rapidly changing sea ice conditions.
Non-homogeneous upwind conditions may transport RGM
and/or Br into the measurement location. Periods of vary-
ing winds, which affect boundary layer depths and mixing,
confound efforts to isolate these variables. Air from the up-
per troposphere may mix down oxidized mercury from aloft
(Talbot et al., 2008; Swartzendruber et al., 2008). For our
two distinct periods at Summit, Greenland the above con-
founding effects are absent or minimal.
Figures 7 and 8 show RGM from our selected periods, air
temperature and J(Br2) for the photodissocation production
of monatomic Br. During the period 14–19 May (Fig. 7),
the air temperature was consistently below −15 ◦C and RGM
was strongly correlated to J(Br2) and temperature (r =0.85
and 0.84, respectively). RGM peaks were well deﬁned at
maximum solar elevations and RGM was minimal at “night”.
During the period 7–13 June (Fig. 8), the air temperature
varied from –27 to –7 ◦C, and thermal dissociation of HgBr
dominated over the formation of HgBrX during the higher
middayairtemperatures. J(Br2)waswellabovezerooverthe
24h per day of sunlight. RGM enhancements were decou-
pled from solar J(Br2) (r = −0.39), and were signiﬁcantly
anti-correlated (r =−0.75) to air temperatures. In addition
to the longer lifetime of HgBr against thermal decomposition
(further oxidizing to RGM), low solar elevation and colder
temperatures generally favor Br and BrO, due to decreases
in the HOx sinks (von Glasow et al., 2002; Hedgecock and
Pirrone, 2004; Liao et al., 2011) and increased Br production
from aerosols, via the solubility of HOBr (Vogt et al., 1999).
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Fig. 8. Reactive gaseous mercury (RGM), J(Br2 +hν =>2Br), and air temperature at Summit, Greenland, 7–13 June 2008. Correlation
coefﬁcients for RGM-J(Br2) and RGM-Temperature are r =−0.39 and r =−0.75, respectively.
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Fig. 9. RGM and BrO from CIMS, 2007 (r =0.76).
However, as shown in Fig. 6, there is no discernable diur-
nal cycle in ozone concentration that would indicate diurnal
enhancements of Br or BrO.
Direct [BrO] measurements in 2007 and 2008 were ham-
pered by instrumentation problems, and morning fog for the
DOAS system (Stutz et al., 2011; Liao et al., 2011). This
is the reason our modeling results presented here are based
on solar angle and J(Br2), not direct [BrO]. An exception is
the period 7–11 June 2007 when we have our strongest con-
ﬁdence in the BrO data. Figure 9 shows this period of BrO,
from continuous CIMS measurements for 7–11 June 2007,
and RGM. From the 2007 campaign the [BrO] measurements
from CIMS were not reported before 27 May due to techni-
cal problems. After 27 May the BrO data showed signiﬁcant
noise until the instrumentation was restarted on 7 June (Liao
et al., 2011). Figure 9 shows [BrO] from 7 June to the end
point of the 2007 [BrO] measurements on 11 June. RGM and
BrO, as expected, are signiﬁcantly correlated (r =0.76) over
this period.
6 Modeling the sun elevation and air temperature
controls on GEM conversion to RGM
Based on these observations we conclude that by assuming
consistent concentrations of X (Br, Cl, OH) in the reactions
HgBr+X=>HgBrX, we can deﬁne the solar elevations and
temperatures where GEM conversion to RGM should occur.
We calculate that GEM oxidation to RGM (Hg(II)) atop the
Greenland ice cap requires solar elevation angles >5 degree
and air temperatures <−15 ◦C. These thresholds are shown
in the bottom plots of Figs. 5 and 6. We expect this assump-
tion to fail at coastal locations where X species (Br and Cl)
are episodically enriched. At Point Barrow, Alaska, at a sim-
ilar latitude as Summit, Greenland, we have measured signif-
icant concentrations of RGM (>10pgm−3) up to a tempera-
ture of −6 ◦C (Lindberg et al., 2002).
Figure 10 shows the scatter plots of RGM and air temper-
ature, and, RGM and solar elevation, along with our mod-
eled thresholds of 5 degree solar elevation and −15 ◦C. We
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Fig. 10. RGM versus air temperature and RGM versus solar eleva-
tion angle. Solar elevation and air temperature are shown with our
modeled thresholds of 5 degree solar elevation and −15◦C.
assume [RGM]<50pgm−3 to be residual concentrations,
not an indication of RGM production. All measured [RGM]
above 100pgm−3 in 2007 and 2008 occur at times when so-
lar elevation >5 degree and air temperature <−15 ◦C. The
few instances when RGM was between 50 and 100pgm−3
when solar elevation was below 5 degree were times of
“nighttime” RGM minima.
7 Discussion and extrapolation to the vast Greenland
ice sheet
TheGreenlandicesheetcoversanareaof∼14millionsquare
km with an annual snow accumulation rate of ∼300kgm−2
(Bales et al., 2001). From our snow coring measurements,
total mercury averages 3.0ngl−1 at depth (>1m), with a
standard deviation of 0.3ngl−1. This is based on 20 sam-
ples collected every 30cm to a depth of 7.1m, representing
∼10yr of accumulation. From these values we calculate that
the Greenland ice sheet sequesters ∼13 metric tons Hg per
year at depth. We postulate that, while a portion of the de-
posited RGM is photoreduced and re-emitted, a small frac-
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Fig. 11. Seasonal plots of the area of the Greenland ice cap where
solar elevation exceeds 5 degree and where the average daily low
temperature is < −15◦C (shaded). These shaded areas represent
the locations where we would expect RGM production and deposi-
tion.
tionofdepositedmercuryisburiedbyfallingordriftingsnow
below the sunlit zone (top ∼10cm), becoming sequestered
long-term. We present this 13 tons per year number as a ﬁrst
estimate, as there are clearly problems associated with ex-
trapolating one point to the remainder of the vast Greenland
ice sheet.
Using solar elevation >5 degree and air temperatures
<−15 ◦C as the criteria for RGM production, we gener-
ated the RGM formation maps (shaded regions) shown in
Fig. 11. RGM production is predicted in the southern half
of the ice cap from the beginning of January, and proceeds
northward during February and covering nearly all of Green-
land by March and April. In May, average temperatures rise
well above −15 ◦C in southern Greenland and at the lower
coastal elevations. By June, RGM production is restricted
to the higher ice sheet elevations. These conditions persist
through the summer months. In October, the area of RGM
production begins to increase with dropping temperatures.
By November, RGM production halts in the Northern half
of Greenland due to lack of sunlight. In December, only the
southern half of Greenland experiences RGM production.
Regional warming at high latitudes will likely reduce
RGM production and deposition.
Should the Greenland ice sheet warm considerably, the pe-
riods of solar elevation >5 degree with temperatures below
<−15 ◦C would decrease in duration. This would likely lead
to lower rates of RGM formation and lower deposition rates.
On the other hand, warmer temperatures could result in in-
creased snow accumulation and increased Hg burial rates.
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8 Conclusions
Halogen (such as bromine, Br) chemistry is normally asso-
ciated with marine boundary layers, not remote high-altitude
ice sheets. However, at Summit, Greenland, we have conclu-
sively detected bromine and mercury chemistry in the near
surface air. Likely the fate of the mercury-bromine radical
(HgBr)isfurtheroxidationtostableRGM(HgBr2, HgBrOH,
HgBrCl...), or thermal decomposition. These fates appear
to be controlled by the availability of Br, OH, Cl, etc. to pro-
duce RGM, versus the lifetime of HgBr by thermal dissocia-
tion. At Summit, the production of RGM appears to require a
sun elevation angle of >5 degrees, and an air temperature of
<−15 ◦C. We propose that the availability of Br, controlled
by photolysis J(Br2), requires a sun angle >5 degrees, while
the formation of RGM (Hg II) from HgBr (Hg I) requires a
temperature <−15 ◦C .
At Summit most of the deposited RGM is readily photore-
duced and re-emitted to the air as GEM. However, a very
small fraction becomes buried at depth resulting in an esti-
mated annual sequestration of ∼13 metric tons Hg per year
for the Greenland ice sheet.
We assume here that the chemical composition of the near-
surface air over the vast Greenland ice sheet does not vary
signiﬁcantly from those measured at Summit, giving a tem-
perature threshold for RGM formation of <−15 ◦C. We ex-
pect this assumption to fail at coastal locations near the sea
ice where Br is signiﬁcantly more enriched.
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